Lee (1) suggests that spatial sorting will be important only under limited circumstances, that it may often affect traits also subject to natural selection, and that it will enhance the effectiveness of selection by increasing phenotypic variance via positive assortative mating. These points build on the arguments advanced in our original paper, and we broadly agree with him.
First, Lee (1) suggests that spatial sorting has only transitory effects. This is certainly true in the case of continuous range expansion (which must stop eventually). However, empirical and theoretical evidence suggests that spatial sorting also may occur continuously at stable range edges (2) and in metapopulations (3): In places where habitat suitability or occupancy changes rapidly in space or time, spatial sorting happens. The importance of such nontransitory spatial sorting to the microevolutionary dynamics in these systems, however, remains largely unexplored. Lee's contention that spatial sorting will prove important in understanding peripatric speciation and the evolution of assortative mating (1) is also likely true; however, again, we currently remain ignorant of exactly how important. Spatial sorting may indeed prove to be broadly important in biotic evolution at both micro-and macroevolutionary scales. We need empirical studies and further theoretical work to assess this possibility.
We agree with the comment Lee (1) makes that the traits acted on by spatial sorting can also be targets of selection; the reason why our paper (4) focused on cases where this was not the case was to delineate the two processes (which have been lumped together in previous analyses) more clearly. Our point was that spatial sorting can assemble phenotypes even in the absence of natural selection rather than to suggest any disparity in the kinds of traits affected by the two processes or that the two forces do not act contemporaneously. One exciting possibility, as Lee (1) points out, is that the increase in phenotypic variance (at the species level) provided by spatial sorting increases the evolutionary possibilities available to that species.
Lee (1) also is correct in identifying assortative mating for traits enhancing dispersal rate as the key mechanism by which spatial sorting generates phenotypic novelty. The ability of positive assortative mating to increase phenotypic variance (and thus to enhance the effectiveness of natural selection) is a well-known phenomenon (5). We touched on this point in our paper (4) . Importantly, however, the effects of spatial sorting on phenotypic variance depend on the spatial scale of comparison. Within a single invasion-front population, for example, sorting will decrease rather than increase phenotypic variance: All individuals will be fast dispersers. It is only at a larger spatial scale (incorporating "older" as well as invasion-front populations) that overall phenotypic variance will be increased by sorting and spatially assortative mating, and that latter spatial scale may be irrelevant to enhancing the operation of natural selection at the individual level because individual level fitness is only measured relative to one's neighbors. 
